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DETAILED ACTION 

1 . Claims 1-20 have been examined. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

2. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 
U.S.C. 102 that form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this 
Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 
122(b), by another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or 
(2) a patent granted on an application for patent by another filed in the United States before 
the invention by the applicant for patent, except that an international application filed under 
the treaty defined in section 351(a) shall have the effects for purposes of this subsection of an 
application filed in the United States only if the international application designated the United 
States and was published under Article 21(2) of such treaty in the English language. 

3. Claims 1, 3-8, 10-14, and 16-20 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as 
being unpatentable by Eglington (U.S. Patent Publication No. 2002/0091687 A1). 

A. As per claim 1 , Eglington discloses a method for supporting a clinical 
action to be ordered by a clinician, the method comprising: 

i. receiving a request for an order from the clinician (Eglington; 
par. 0013 and 0051); 

ii. determining a clinical context of the order (Eglington; par. 
0052); 

iii. presenting practice information to the clinician, based on the 
clinical context, describing a pre-determined practice method for 
executing the clinical action (Eglington; par. 0021, 0060 and 0061); 
and 
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iv. generating an order for the clinical action based on input 
from the clinician with respect to the practice information (Eglington; 
par. 0062 and 0063). 

B. As per claim 3, Eglington discloses the method of claim 1 , wherein said 
generating an order for the clinical action further comprises: generating a 
natural-language version of the order with detail required for 
implementation (Eglington; par. 0085). 

C. As per claim 4, Eglington discloses the method of claim 1 , wherein said 
determining a clinical context of the order further comprises: presenting 
high-probability choices for the clinical context based on the request for 
the order (Eglington; par. 0013). 

D. As per claim 5, Eglington discloses the method of claim 1 , wherein said 
presenting practice information to the clinician further comprises: 
presenting links to decision-support information (Eglington; par. 0053 and 
0085). 

E. As per claim 6, Eglington discloses the method of claim 1 , wherein the 
practice information includes pertinent current medical research 
information (Eglington; par. 0053). 

F. As per claim 7, Eglington discloses the method of claim 1 , wherein the 
practice information includes patient-specific information (Eglington; par. 
0053). 
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G. As per claim 8, Eglington discloses a system for receiving order 
information from a clinician and generating an order based thereon, the 
system comprising: 

i. an order-entry subsystem operable to receive an order 
request from the clinician (Eglington; par. 0051 ); and 

ii. a best-practice subsystem operable to determine a clinical 
context for the order and provide pre-determined practice 
information for enacting the order, based on the clinical context 
(Eglington; par. 0052). 

H. As per claim 10, Eglington discloses the system of claim 8, wherein the 
best-practice subsystem is further operable to receive input from the 
clinician for selecting order characteristics from the practice information 
(Eglington; par. 0051 and 0053). 

I . As per claim 1 1 , Eglington discloses the system of claim 1 0, wherein 
the best-practice subsystem further comprises: a decision support 
subsystem operable to provide links to relevant data that assists the 
clinician in selecting the order characteristics (Eglington; par. 0053). 

J. As per claim 12, Eglington discloses the system of claim 1 1 , wherein 

the relevant data is patient-specific data (Eglington; par. 0053). 

K. As per claim 13, Eglington discloses the system of claim 1 1 , wherein 

the relevant data presents current research findings (Eglington; par. 

0053). 
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L. As per claim 14, Eglington discloses an article of manufacture, which 
comprises a computer readable medium having stored therein a computer 
program carrying out a method for generating medical orders, the 
computer program comprising: 

i. a first code segment for presenting high-probability action 
choices to a clinician based on an order request entered by the 
clinician (Eglington; par. 0013 and 0078); 

ii. a second code segment for presenting high-probability 
clinical context choices to the clinician based on an action chosen 
by the clinician (Eglington; par. 0013 and 0078); 

iii. a third code segment for presenting practice methods based 
on a clinical context chosen by the clinician (Eglington; par. 0060, 

0061 , 0078 and 0083); and 

iv. a fourth code segment for generating the medical order 
based on a practice method chosen by the clinician (Eglington; par. 

0062, 0063 and 0085). 

M. As per claim 16, Eglington discloses the article of manufacture of claim 
14, wherein the third code segment further presents decision-support data 
for assisting the clinician in choosing from among the practice methods 
presented (Eglington; par. 0081-0083). 

N. As per claim 17, Eglington discloses the article of manufacture of claim 
16, wherein the decision support data includes patient-specific data 
(Eglington; par. 0053 and 0081-0083). 
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O. As per claim 18, Eglington discloses the article of manufacture of claim 
16, wherein the decision support data includes current medical information 
(Eglington; par. 0053 and 0081-0083). 

P. As per claim 19, Eglington discloses the article of manufacture of claim 
16, wherein the third code segment presents the decision support data by 
providing links to thereto during presentation of the practice methods 
(Eglington; par. 0053 and 0081-0083). 

Q. As per claim 20, Eglington discloses the article of manufacture of claim 
14, wherein the decision support data includes administratively-defined 
prerogatives (Eglington; par. 0060 and 0061). 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

4. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for 
all obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described 
as set forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to 
be patented and the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been 
obvious at the time the invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which 
said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the 
invention was made. 

5. Claims 2, 9 and 15 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Eglington (U.S. Patent Publication No. 2002/0091687 A1) in 
view of Mitchell et al. (U.S. Patent No. 6,684,188 B1). 

A. As per claim 2, Eglington discloses the method of claim 1 wherein said 
receiving a request for an order from the clinician. 
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Eglington fails to expressly teach the receiving the request for an 
order in clinical shorthand, per se, since it appears that Eglington is 
more directed to standard computer communication protocols 
(Eglington; par. 0085). However, this feature is well known in the 
art, as evidenced by Mitchell et al. 

In particular, Mitchell et al. discloses receiving the request for an 
order in clinical shorthand (Mitchell et al.; col. 7, lines 7-21). 
It would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at 
the time of the invention to have combined the standard computer 
communication protocols with the receiving the request for an order 
in clinical shorthand with the motivation of increase the efficiency of 
the documentation process and generate dramatically correct 
phrases and sentences (Mitchell et al.; col. 7, lines 8-10 and 12- 
14). 

B. As per claim 9, Eglington discloses the system of claim 8, wherein the 
order-entry subsystem receives the order request (Eglington; par. 0051). 

The obviousness of modifying the teaching of Eglington to include 
receiving the request for an order in clinical shorthand (as taught by 
Mitchell et al.) is as addressed above in the rejection of claim 2 and 
incorporated herein. 

C. As per claim 15, Eglington discloses the article of manufacture of claim 
14, wherein the first code segment receives the order request (Eglington; 
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par. 0013 and 0078) and the fourth code segment generates a natural- 
language version of the medical order (Eglington; par. 0085). 

The obviousness of modifying the teaching of Eglington to include 
receiving the request for an order in clinical shorthand (as taught by 
Mitchell et al.) is as addressed above in the rejection of claim 2 and 
incorporated herein. 

Conclusion 

6. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. The cited but not used prior art teach "Computer system 
and method for suggesting treatments for physical trauma" 4,839,822 A, 
"Interpretative system for systematic learning and support for decision-making" 
5,274,749 A, "Hypermedia structured knowledge base system" 5,333,237 A, 
"Expert system for providing interactive assistance in solving problems such as 
health care management" 5,517,405 A, "Health care management system for 
managing medical treatments and comparing user-proposed and recommended 
resources required for treatment" 5,583,758 A, "Electronic medical records 
system" 5,924,074 A, "Health care management system for comparing user- 
proposed and recommended resources required for treatment" 5,953,704 A, 
"Automated diagnostic system and method including synergies" 6,468,210 B2, 
"System and method for external input of disease management algorithm" 
2005/0107672, "Hospital informatics system" 2001/0050610. 
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7. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from 
the examiner should be directed to Dilek B. Cobanoglu whose telephone number 
is 571-272-8295. The examiner can normally be reached on 8-4:30. 

8. If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the 
examiner's supervisor, Joseph Thomas can be reached on 571-272-6776. The 
fax phone number for the organization where this application or proceeding is 
assigned is 571-273-8300. 

9. Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from 
the Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information 
for published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public 
PAIR. Status information for unpublished applications is available through 
Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair- 
direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll- 
free). 
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